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. "so NEW HAMPSHIRE LAW LIBRARY. © 


Mr. Villien A. Healy, Technical Secretary 2 
Water Pollution Comission . & ee 
State House Annex ” = te tae 8 


Dear Sirs 


In a Ictter of December 7, 1951, you point out that the Water Sai 
Pollution Commission recomended to the 1951 legislature a certain (SPP 
classification for the main stream of Sugar River, but that the i 
Legislature failed to acopt tie recommendation, You inquire, first, — 
whether such recomucndation is still in force for the purposes of Re. 
Le Co. 266-A, Se 7 1113 and if your first inquiry be answered in the 22 oe bet 
negative, whether tie Comaission may by vote directly re-establish a 20 8 BA 
recomended classification as compared with following the standard 2 SS, Ss 
procedure for clessification set forth in R. L. Ce 266—A, Se Se 


The statute is silent on the force of a recomuendation which, nN, 
being presented to the Legislature, is refused by that body. However, =~ j 
by analogizing such recommendations to somewhat sinilar actions, as 
motions or resolutions, it woule appear that the recommendation is gonc 
when refused by the Legislature. 


The saue result is attained upon an examination of the procedure. - " 
followed in connection with recommendations. All of your activities ts 
under section 5 of the statute are cesiened to lead to a recommendation 
to the Legislature; indecd, it is only for this purpose thet classifica= 
‘tion activity is authorized. when the recommended classification is 
decided upon it is presented to the Legislature in the form of a bill, 
At that point, it leaves the hands of your Comaission and becoues a 
matter of legislative consideration. Thereafter it exists only as a 
proposal in ‘the Legislature. Passage of the bill translates your 
recomuendation into law; the effect of its rejection is that no accept= 


able recommendation has been proposed for the streail.e 


This requires the Conrission then, to proceed to formate a- acts. 
new recommendation under the duty imposed by the first paragraph of sec= © » 
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Mr. William A, Healy 


While a repetition of activity 
alternative is seen to following ou 
Such repitition wi 


since the Comaission will now be aware o 
and will consider the evidence 


Very truly yours, © 


forth in section 5. 
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December 13, 1951 


already completed is not desirable, no 
t the classification procedure set 
11 not be a wasted operation, 

f the legislative attitude, | 
in the light of such attitude. | 
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